This interactive point/counter point panel session on institutional repositories will present current research and practice related to the factors for success of IR's. Difficult questions about the feasibility of investing in the development of an institutional repository will generate long overdue conversations about the future directions for research and development of institutional repositories.
Format for Panel
Each of the three expert panelists will present a short 10-15 minute talk on their current research and work. The presentations will be followed by an interactive point/counter point session in which the moderator will ask a series of directed questions and the panelists will respond to the questions. The audience will also be invited to pose questions to the panelists, as well as respond to the directed questions.
Audience
All researchers and professionals who either conduct research about, or who are involved in projects focused on the development, implementation and adoption of institutional repositories or other digital repositories or archives.
Scope of the Panel
Institutional repositories (IR's) have been increasingly prevalent for about ten years now. IR's are viewed as a means to pool institutional resources, and as a mechanism to store and archive the scholarly output of the institution's members, thereby increasing institutional visibility. The extent of growth of IR's continue to increase, even though many factors related to their development, implementation, and adoption are yet unknown. According to a status report issued by the Association of Research Libraries (Bailey, et al., 2006) Research has begun to uncover the issues associated with developing, implementing, and gaining faculty acceptance/adoption of IR's. Studies have examined institutional factors, administrative factors, cultural issues (those related to faculty and university members' adoption of IR's), copyright and intellectual property concerns, and resource allocation demands. The abovementioned studies and those that will be presented by the expert panelists, have begun to explore the reasons why IR's are either successful or fail to meet the goals of the institution, but the time has come to ask some difficult questions about the real feasibility and usefulness of IR's to both the institution and also to the scholarly community.
Can universities continue to invest scare resources into the development of IR's with little measurable returns? The three panelists will address this question as well as difficult questions we have yet to ask.
The three expert panelists will present findings of their current research and projects as outlined below. The moderator and the panelists will help the audience give voice to their concerns and explore the difficult questions about the feasibility of establishing an IR within their institution by engaging in a point/counter point session designed to facilitate this conversation.
Directed Questions for Discussion
The following potential questions will guide the discussion by the panelists and the audience: Institutional repositories continue to be a hard sell to faculty. Amidst the swirl of disciplinary repositories, concerns about tenure and promotion, concerns about copyright (not to mention the server under the desk), it is often difficult to make a compelling case for deposit into an IR as a necessary step in the lifecycle of scholarly communication. This talk will focus on the California Digital Library's current effort to stop talking about repositories altogether and, instead, emphasize the innovative digital publishing services available to the UC community on the eScholarship publishing platform. Dr. Mitchell will explore the particulars of eScholarship's new outreach and marketing campaign to the campuses (a campaign that necessarily focuses on unique categories of users -by discipline, by rank, by depositor/end user status) and end with a discussion of an exciting shared publishing services program recently established in conjunction with the University of California Press. Throughout this talk, she will consider how the very notion of the 'success' of an IR lies not in a quantifiable set of objects but rather in its ability to serve the research and publishing needs of its scholarly Services (IMLS). Her research goals in the MIRACLE Project are to identify models and best practices in the administration, technical infrastructure, and access to repository collections.
